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Mr. Alfred C. Sikes

Chairman

Federal Communications Comm1551on
1919 M Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

re: PR Docket No. 92-235
Dear Chairman Sikes:

Enclosed are letters from a number of my constituents who
are concerned about the proposed rule regarding the frequencies
in the 72-76 megahertz (MHz) band. As owners and operators of
radio-controlled (R/C) models, they are very concerned that this
proposal to diminish the number of usable frequencies will
decrease the margin of safety as the remaining frequencies become
increasingly congested.

I would appreciate your consideration of the concerns
outlined in these letters, particularly the increased risk to
persons and property that might result if this rule were adopted
in its current form.

£

Best regard

WILLIAM M. THOMAS
Member of Congress
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ar Mr./Ms. (if to Representative):
7 Dear Senator [J#em 45" ) (if to Senator):

forable [ - ]
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[Begin with a description of the writer's interest.  rrp==*r"am retired and derive many hours of

“enjoyment from constructing and operating radio-controlled model airplanes.” Or, "I have been

interested in aviation for as long as I can remember. I am very active in a local club whose members

enjoy constructing and operating radio-controlled model airplanes. I personally own _ 4~ radios, 4
. R/C models and have a workshop full of other products necessary to operating my models."]

I am very concerned about the proposed rule that is currently under consideration by the
Federal Communications Commission (FCC). The proceeding is PR Docket 92-235. If adopted
the new rule will greatly reduce the usability of frequencies currently assigned for R/C model use
and increase the risk of accidents and attendant liability.

Our radio-control frequencies are in the 72-76 MHz band. This band is primarily used for
private land mobile dispatch operations. However, our radio-control frequencies in this band are far
enough apart from the land mobile frequencies that we have been able to share the band without either
use interfering with the other.

The Notice of Proposed Rule Making (NPRM) in PR Docket 92-235 replaces Part 90 of the
rules with a new Part 88. Part 90 allows for safe use of R/C aircraft and surface models by keeping
10 Khz spacing between fixed commercial users and frequencies used by R/C enthusiasts. The new
Part 88 will allow mobile users on frequencies within 2.5 Khz of frequencies available to us,
eliminating safe use of at least 31 of the 50 channels on the 72 MHz band (for R/C aircraft) and 10 of
the 30 frequencies on the 75 MHz band (for R/C cars and boats) now used by hobbyists. In fact,
more channels will likely be affected.

When we operate our R/C models, we go to great lengths to assure the safety of the operators
and bystanders and the protection of property. Many of our safety precautions involve the careful
coordination and use of the radio control frequencies. If the number of usable frequencies is
diminished as proposed by the FCC, the remaining frequencies will become congested and the margin
of safety will be greatly decreased.

I don't think it is wise of the FCC to seek to expand the operation conditions of land mobile
radio users at the expense of the radio-control modelers. The FCC may not think we are as important
as business users of radio, but we have a considerable investment in our models and in our radio
equipment. It is a sizeable industry that must be saved from these detrimental FCC actions. The
hobby provides many hours of enjoyment to hundreds of thousands of people like myself and
contributes to the advancement and development of the commercial aviation industry.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not allowing the FCC to
carry out its proposal PR Docket 92-235 for the 72-76 MHz band. We all need your help
urgently because the FCC has a deadline of February 26, 1993 after which it may become more
difficult to avoid halting these proposals from going into effect.

Sincercly,j W <.
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The Honorable Bgu .Zhomas
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I am wn.'mg you 10 apresx my concern and 20 solicit your :uppoﬂ in insuring the correct handlmg
ofa proposed FCC rule change. The dzanges in NPRM PR DOCKET 92-235 should be denied at thls time.

Akhough the propased chauge is quu‘e  technical, it would allow insertion of high power bmadcast
trausmtsstons berween ﬁequenaes currently allocated 10 radio controlled model hobbyists with only 2. 5 KHz

PG

.tlyszqrponmgit:andﬂxe
and. nder their

ps- mamg"qa‘urers qf azrcny‘i, cdr and boatlats and all the acwssory parts ¢ and matem;{s__out

may

this éannot be done.  This h"*" be"" sa;d of e b p, , posai from CAFE standardr to toxtc emissions; industry
always solves the problan . TRl ;

Asto who should pay for the de ,_,“the answer.is obvious. Those who benefit most, General
., Electric, Motorola, and the telephone ¢ compames 4 trust that you will give this your earnest attention in the
' ‘nar few days, as the FCC has imposed a deadline of February 26, 1993 on comments. Thank you for your
“‘attention to this zmportant matter

e

Sincerely,

VT Blirk

Sgt. W. T. Alsobrook, USAR
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January 23, 1993 W

The Honorable Bill Thomas
2402 Rayburn House Office Bldg.
Washington, D. C. 20515

SUBJECT: NPRM PR DOCKET 92-235
Dear Congressman:

I am writing you to express my concern and to solicit your support in insuring the correct handling
of a proposed FCC rule change. The changes in NPRM PR DOCKET 92-235 should be denied at this time.

Although the proposed change is quite technical, it would allow insertion of high power broadcast
transmissions between frequencies currently allocated to radio controlled model hobbyists with only 2.5 KHz
separation fram them The eﬁ'ect would be to eliminate an entire hobby the mdustry supportmg it, and the
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There are hundreds of thousands of hobbyists using these frequencies who have invested millions of
dollars in their equipment. Worse than this is the fact that it will force thousands of small businesses such
as hobby shops, manufacturers of aircrafi, car, and boat kits, and all the accessory parts and materials out
of business. This is not an exaggeration. We are speaking of an entire industry involving thousands of jobs
in small manufacturing companies, retail outlets and electronic repair businesses.

I am not opposed to technological progress. I am, however against technological progress at the
expense of an entire segment of society. 1 believe there is a solution. The docket should not be approved
until technology has been developed that will allow interference-free transmissions which do not have an
adverse gffect upon exiting users.

You will certainly hear arguinents by industry leaders such as General Electric and Motorola that
this cannot be done. This has been said of every proposal from CAFE standards to toxic emissions; industry
always solves the problem.

As to who should pay for the development, the answer is obvious. Those who benefit most, General
Electric, Motorola, and the telephone companies. 1 trust that you will give this your earnest attention in the
next few days, as the FCC has imposed a deadline of February 26, 1993 on comments. Thank you for your
attention to this important matter.

Sincerely,

QP> P







Z&/ﬁ/mwwm W/é W January 25. 1993
RECEIVED

FEB 17 1993
WASHINGTON, DC

I have been interested in aviation for some time now. To pursue my-interests I took up the hobby of radio
controlled model aircrafit construction and flving. 1 belong to the local R/C modelers club and own several model
aircraft and radios. Due to the expense of this hobby | have a substaincial financial investment in model aircrafi,
kits. engines and tools.

T am very concerned about the proposed rule that is currently under consideration by the Federal
Communications Commission (FCC). The procecding is PR Doclket 92-235. If adopted the new rule will
greatly reduce the usability of frequencies currently assigned for R/C medel use and increase the risk of
accidents and attendant liability.

Our radio-controlled frequencies are in the 72-76 MHz band. This band is primarily used for private land
mobile dispatch opcrations. However, our radio controlled frequencies in this band are far enough apart from the
land mobil frequencies that we have been able to sharc the band without cither of us interfering with each other.

The Notice of Proposed Rule Making (NPRM) in PR Docket 92-235 replaces Part 90 of the rules with a new
Part 88. Part 90 allows for safc use of R/C aircrafl and surface models by keeping 10 Khz spacing between fixed
commercial users and (requencics used by R/C enthusiasts. The new Part 88 will allow mobile users on
frequencics within 2.5 Khz of frequencics available 1o us. climinating safe usc of at Icast 31 of the 30 channels on
the 72 MHz band (for R/C aircraft) and 10 of the 30 frequencics on the 75 MHz band (for R/C cars and boats) now
used by hobbvists. In fact. more channels will likely be affected.

When we opcrate our R/C models. we go to greai lengths 1o assure safety of the operators and bystanders and
the protection of property. Many of our safcty precautions involve the careful coordination and use of the radio
control frequencics. If the number of uscable frequencies is diminished as proposed by the FCC. the remaining
frequencies will become congested and the margin of safety will be greatly decreased.

I don't think it is wisc of the FCC to scck to expand the operation conditions of mobil radio users at the expense
of the radio-control modelers. The FCC may not think we arc as important as business users of radio. but we have
a considerable investment in our models and in our radio equipment. It is a sizeable industry that must be saved
from these detrimental FCC actions. The hobby provides many hours of enjoyment to hundreds of thousands of
people like myself and contributes to the advancement and development of the commercial aviation industry.

Plcase help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not allowing the FCC to carry out its
proposal PR Dacket 92-235 for the 72-76 MHz band. We all need your help urgently because the FCC has a
dcadlince of Fehruary 26, 1993 after which it may become move difficult to avoid halting these proposals
from going into cffect.

Sincerely,

A o Diarmere
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